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A Fifth Letter Adadreſfd to Dr. Wells, in An 
ſwer to his Two Letters, in reference to the Re. 
marks on his Letter to a Diſſenting Pariſbioner. 


SIR; 


Have perus'd your Letter to my ſelf, and that at the End 

to a Diſſenting Pariſhioner, in reference to the Remarks 

in my Second Letter; and do now return you my T houghts 

concerning them : I Huld have done it immediately, if 
I had thought your Letters nad contain'd any thing material in 
the Controverly, or difficult for a common Reader to fee 
through ; bur finding it otherwile, 1 thought *rwould be time 
enough to anſwer theſe, when you gave me occafion for ano- 
ther Anſwer. I ſuppoſe you will not be angry, that 1 judge 
four unprov'd Aſſert ions of my falſe Arguing, falſe Interpretati- 
on, 17 Doctrine, and other diſin gemious and foul Dealing, to be 
only Words us'd to amuſe your Reader, and to be a Trick and 
Sham, which you think will be of Service in a Dilpute. When 
you ſhall have ſwell'd your Anſwer to a conſiderable Bulk, if 'tis 
all like this ſhort Specimen you have given us of ir, I ſhalle- 
ſeem it as demonſtrative an Evidence and Proof uf a compleat 
and total Victory, as a Diſputant can deſire. What you have 
laid hitherto is fo very trifling, that a little more of the ſame 
nature, will make me deſpiſe diſputing with you; which 1 
mention, that I may engage you to write with more Strength 
and Evidence; and then the contident Boaſtings and Triumphs, 
which appear now with fo ill a Grace in your Writings, will 
better become them. I took your own Method, and anſwer'd 
fou in the Order you had ſet things, and yet you are for a new 
one: 1 could perhaps gueſs the Reaſon, if I were as free on 
that Head as you are : But, Sir, you ſhall take what Method 
jou pleaſe; and, provided you will but talk to the Purpole, I 
hall be ready to attend you. 

You boaſt in your Theſes concerning the Invalidity of Pref- 
terian Ordination, which, you ſee, I am ready to diſcuſs, 
and have given you my Reaſons why I think otherwiſe of them 
than you do. 

And I ſhall be as ready as you to debate the ſecond Queſti- 
mn you propole, whether PR we are guilty of Schilm ? 
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And I hope my Aims and Endeavours in clearing this Matter 
are as laudable as yours. I ſhall now conſider what you ſay in 
this Letter to me concerning ſome Scraps you have pick'd out 
of my two firit Letters. a 
You fay, Wherea? I ſet you forth in ſeveral places, and particu th 
lazty the firſl and laſt Paragraphs of wiy ſecond Letter, as a mi Je 
uncharitahle Fellow (but Fellow is not my word, 'tis your own, 
tho the Reader might ſufpect it to be mine, as *tis Printed :) 
on account of the damning Sentences which you paſs on me and my fo 
Party : Could you but prevail with me to uſe Moderation, and wit 
Coolneſs of Temper to conſider of the Matter, you perſwade your [ef 
that I ſhould quickly perceive that 1 ſpeak very improperly, not . x, 
ſay falſely, when I affirm you paſs damning Sentences upon u. 
Well, Sir, you have eaſily gain d this Point, and have prevail e 
with me ro uſe Moderation, and Coolneſs of Temper ; but yet! 900 
can't perceive any thing of what you lay, becauſe I can't, n- nir 
ever moderate I am, put out my own Eyes, or contradict ii ;. 
Plain Telumonies they give me in this Cale, But you go ou me 
thus; You can't but your ſe!f own (Letter 1ſt, p. 60.) that any 101 
Sin, and con/equently Schiſm, is of it ſelf of a deſtrafive damning 
Nature And this, I ſuppoſe, you own, (as well as I) becauſe th 
Scripture plainly declares fo much Whence it follows, that eitln 
you, as well as I, paſs damuing Sentences ou Schiſmaticks ; or et, 
that "tis neither you nor-T, but in reality the Scripture, that paſſes 
Aamning Sentences againſt Schiſmaticks 5 and what either you 0! 
do, when we ſay that Schiſmiticks'are ina State of Damnation, ca. 
poſhbly amount to no more, than a Declaration of the danming] An 
Sentences paſſed by the Scripture on Schiſmaticks. on 
Can any thing be more tizfling and incoherent than this I « + 
Certainly if you nad both a good Cauſe, and Abilty to manag « x 
it, you would not talk after this loote rate. I own, that ang « q 
Sin, and ſo Schiſm, is of a deſtructioe damuing Nature in it ee 
that is, that it deſerves Damnation, and without pardoning} 3 
Grace, weuld inter it. But may I therefore ſay, becaule then « ,, 
is no Man free from Sin, that all Men are in a State of Daina « 1 
tion? When we talk of Mens being in a State of Damhat ion « 
we mean lomewitat more than their doing that which in 1 « p1 
Own nature delerves Damnation; viz. their being ſuch, wi « ge 
have no Kiglur by the Covenaut of Grace to Pardon and Salvauorny A 
But this Righr a Man may have, notwithſtanding ſeveral Sic dam 
which in their own Nature ate deſtructive: So that the (ut Conf 
ſtion here really comes tothis; Whether, according to the C our. 
tpel, it be certain, that a Man who believes in Chriſt, and 1 35 
cerely performs his whole Duty to God, as fat as he knows! Byaſ, 
ung too al} means for the Knowledge of it, and yet, od 
-© miſtak 
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miſtake in diſputable Matters not eſſential to Religion, is guil- 
ty of Schiſm, is thereby excluded from all Benefits by the Co- 
venant of Grace, and fo in ſuch a Condition, that if he dies 
in it, he ſhall be certainly damn'd? This, I fay, is falſe ; and 
therefore, tho I own'd Schiſm in its own nature damning, I 
deny'd that all Schilmaticks are in a State of Damnation ; and 
particularly exprels'd my Charity towiid your Party, whom ! 
judge to be guilty of that Sin. Youu add; This being Je, it will 
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follow (ſuppoſing I ſhould be miſtaken in the A/tlication, yet) the 
utmoſt I can be guilty of, in applying to the Dijſenters the Jamming 
Fentences paſs'd by the Scripture on Schiſmaticks,” is only a bare 
Error of * ana there is nut the leaſt Ground for accuſing 
me of Uncharitableneſs. 

But, with your good leave, Sir, do not the Protefants on 
good Ground accufe the Papiits of Uncharitablensſs, for dam- 
ning all out of their own Church, and yet notwithitanding this 
is an Error in their ſudgments? And indeed your veiy judg- 
ment (as well as theirs) is uncharitable ; and that renders 
your Uncharitablenels the more inveterate and deadly : And 
four very Judgment, as I have oblerv'd in my ſecond Letter, 'w 
b. 32. is moſt injurious to thoſe Notions we are to form of - ly 
God, and his Goodneſs from his Word, We don't accuſe you | 
as uncharitable, becauſe you endeavour to convince Perſons of 
what you judge to be a Miitake, bur becauſe you ſo raſhly con- 
demn your Neighbours, when they do not by their Infidelity or 
Diſobedience to the Laws of Chriſt, give you any ground for it: 
And therefore I ſhall here uſe the Words of Arch Biſhop Tillot- 
ſon, in his Sermon on 1 Cor. 3. 15. © I grant that no Charity 
* teaches Men to lee others damn'd, and not to tell them rne 
Danger of their Condition; But tis to be confider'd, that 
* damning of Men is a very hard thing, and ther fore whene- ' 
* ver we do it, the Caſe muſt be wonderfully plain. 

And therefore aiterwards he lays thus; And I do aſſure 
* you, I had much rather perlwade any one to be a good Man, 

* than to be of any Party or Denomination of Chriſtians whats 

% ſoever. For I doubt not but the Belief of the ancient Creed, 

* provided we entertain nothing that is deſtructive of it, to- 

« gether with a good Life, will certainly ſave a Man. v1 
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After ] had allow'd that Schiſin is in it ſelf of a deſtructive _ 
damning nature, I added, Ju we take not upon us to judge the C4 
Conformiſts Eternal State, as they, many of them, do very freely 
ours. We know they have a merciful God to deal with, who knows 
how to make Allowances for the Prejudices of, Education, or the 
Byaſs, that the Vogue of the World, or Tntersft, do in ſome mea- 
ſure give to Men thai are yet truly ſincere and upright. Upon 
| A3 this, 
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this, tho it be not in the Letter you pretend to animadvert 
on, you waſtz no lefs than three 1 which, together with 
the perfect Innocence, Charity and Truth of the Pallage, will, 
I doubt not, convince unprejudic'd Perſons, that you wanted 
Matter for this Letter, and were more concern'd to ſay ſome- 
what, than you were what it ſhould prove. 

I profeſs 1 am ſtill of the Opinion, that this is far from be- 
ing Latitudinarian Divinity with a Witneſs, as you term it. 
You are, I think, the fir, and in likelihood will be the laſt 
Man that ever denied it: And herein 1 ſuppoſe you would not 
have been ſingular, had you not been tempted to it by a Defire 


of reviling me, and by a want of ſome better Materials for a 


Diſpute z which perhaps will ſeem ſtrange to a Man that reads 
my ſecond Letter. . 
ou think 'tis not couſiſtent with Sincerity or Uprightneſs, 
for a Perſon to be in any mealure byals'd by Inte reſt. 1 never 
aſſerted that Uprightneſs was conſiſtent with an obilinate, de- 
liberate preferring of any ſelfiſh Intereſt to a Man's Duty to 
God; or that a Man could be juiily ſaid ro be an upright Man, 
who allow'd himſelf in known Sin, to promote his Intereſt, 
Your Conſcience has Latitude enough, to allow you to {lrain wy 
Words to luch a ſenſe, as no one beſide your telf can think they 
wil. Lear; and I ſuppole you thought it would be for your In- 
teren to do fo, and therefore, I fear, muit be here ſelf-con- 
demu'd. | 
I ſuppos d the Matter under Conſideration to be diſputable, 
ande that there may be ſome plauſible Reaſons alledg'd on the 
wrong fide, but that with all temporal Intereit was apparently 
for it; and I faid, I thought Intereſt might, in this Cale, give 


IN Byaſs, in ſome meaſure, to Men who were yet truly fincere aud 


that fuch Failings and Infirmities are forgiven him. And! 


upright ; that is, not though their Wilfulneſs, while they re- 
ſolve to purſue their Intereſt, right or wrong, or tho they are 
convinc'd that their Intereit and Duty will not conſiſt, but 
through meer Inadveritency. They are willing to have their 
Intereit and Duty conjoin d, and to be couvinc'd they are ſo; 
and therefore are more eaſily prevail'd on, and latisfy'd by ſome 
plauſible Arguments to believe they are. I own they ought to 
watch againit this, and to repent of it, when they difcover 
that Intereſt has thus byaſs'd them: But I doubt not at all that 
this may often happen, as many other Failings of a good Man's 
Life, through Inadvertency or Surprize, and may therefore {lip 
his notice, and never be Kale of particularly, but only 


in the general: And in that Caſe, I make no doubt, where 


ihe Tenour of a Man's Life is conſonant to the Divine Law, 
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muſt be ſo nam'd) that judges of Mens Integrity not 


cere and upright Man? and yet was ſomewhat mov'd by Vogue 
and Intereit (that 15, fome kind of finful Selfiſhneſs) when he, 
with ſeveral more, acted in that manner, mention'd, Gal. 2. 
11, 12, 13, 14. when St. Pau! ſays expreily, they walked not 
uprightly ? Or I might ask, Whether you do not believe that 
the two Sons of Zebedee were ſincere and upright Men, and yet 
were byals d by Intereſt in their Petition to our Lord, to fit 
the one on his Right Hand, and the other on his Left, in his 
Kingdom? I might ask you, Whether you do not think a fin- 
ful Intereſt, in fome or other of the Branches of it, is not the 
main Temptation that occaſions the Sins and Failings of fin- 
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or other at tlie bottom of moſt Sins: And therefore ſince I judge 
the Sincere and Upright do daily fin, I think it not unreafona- 
de to luppoſe this in ſome meafure to byafs them. Again, do 
you believe, Sir, that there j; no ſincere and upright Man that 
ever fins, in not being as charitable as he ought to the Poor ? 
Or do you think, that if ſuch an one may poſſibly ſin in this 
Reſpect, he is not therein, in the leaſt meaſure, byaſs'd by In- 
tereſt? Or do you think that every ſincere Man, in a way of 
Trade, does not in the leaſt meaſure exceed due bounds in 
„ ſeeking the World? or that if he does, he is not byaſs'd by 
Intereit to do fo ? Or will you ſay, that all thoſe famous Wri- 
ters of your own Church were not in the leaſt meaſure byaſs'd 
b Intereſt, who wrote with fo much Heat and Earneſtneſs for 
Paſſive Obedience ? or thoſe who have fince renounc'd that 
Do@rine'? or will you fay, that all thoſe who were in the 
leaſt meaſure byals'd by Intereſt, were not ſincere and upright ? 
Do you think the Nonjurors are the only fincere and upright 
Men in the Nation? Or do you think that all thoſe, who de- 
clar'd that it is not lawtul, on any pretence whatever, to take 
up Arms againſt the King, had not their Judgments in the 
leaſt mealure byalſs'd by Intereit, when they judg'd that De- 
claration to contain only a Truth? In fine, Sir, I ask you, 
Whether you are willing to have your Sincerity and Upright- 
nels try'd by your own Rule at the great Day? Are you willing 
that God ſhould condemn you for ever as infincere and hypo- 
critical, if you can then be found to have ever been (ſuppoſe 
in the laſt 20 or 3o Years paſt of your Life) IN THE LEAST 
MEASURE byats'd by Intereſt, of which you have not particu - 

A 4 larly 


im very much inclin'd to that Latitudinarian _ (if it 
. | y a ſin- 

gle Act, which may not it ſelf be upright, but by the prevail- 
1 Bent of a Man's Heart, and the main Courſe of his Life. 
Iwill ask you, Whether you do not think St. Peter was a fin- 


cere and upright Men? I ain inclin'd to think this is one way 
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Jarly repented ? Dare you ſay this? For my own part I dare 
not for ten Thouſand Worlds; but deſire to rely on the Mercy Wor 
of God for the Forgiveneſs of thoſe. manifold Failings I may Nate 
have been guilty of in this kind, which I obſerv'd not at their Mow 
particular times, and have not therefore been able to repent of 
articularly ſince. Nor are my Notions peculiar in this re. Wi: 
(ped: Do not your own chief Writers allow as much? I have I: 
had the Curioſity on this Occafion to conſult ſome eminent H & 
Writers of your own ; 300 as Arch Biſhop Tillotſon, Dr. Se- 1: 
lock, Dr. Barrow, and Dr. Lucas; and ſhall be ready to pro-M« C 
duce their Teſtimonies if you call for them : And the only Rex A 
lon why I do it not now, is, becauſe they would ſwell my Ammer 
[wer too much ; and the Caſe is ſo plain as to render it necd- Hand 
leſs. I ſhall therefore content my ſelf with the Teſtimony of Werer 
Dr. Hammond, Practical Catechiſm, Lib. 2. Se#. 1. Where he Wyant 
has thele words ; ** But the Truth is, as long as we live here, Wand 
* and carry this Fleſh about is, ſomewhat of Carnality there MW kom 
** will remain to be daily pu 'd out, and ſo alſo ſome Dou-Myani 
*« blings, ſome Reliques of FE vpocrily, ſomewhat of my (eli, Ma. 
** my own Credit, my own Jwevreſt, itill ſecretly interpoſing in up 
my Godlieſt Actions. But theſe (lo they be not ſuffer d to Ma. 
« reign, to be the chief Maſter® in me, to carry the main MM B 
my Actions after them) may be reconcileable with a good Wral 1 
“ Eſtate; as humane Frailties, not waiting Sins, Nay, 1 voWhby 1 
not eifily believe your own Divinity will diſallow of this, no: Wreſt 
can 1 11k lo meanly of your Underſtanding, as to queitionW whe 
whether you did not perceive my Meaning. And, Sir, if you Cha 
have endeavou; d herein wilfully to traduce me, think not thut free 
God will pardon this Injury without a particular Repentance, N plai 
and a Satisfaction as publick as the Injury it ſelf. be « 
You argue sgainſt me from the Common People, who when neit 
they would piove a Man ſincere, alledge this, that he will not the 
in any meaſure be byaſs'd by Intereſt ; but truly I judge their not 
Expreſſion is Hyperbolical, unleſs they mean thus, that he will my 
not knowingly and wilfully be fo byaſs'd. And I very much can 
queſtion whether any ſingle Virtue (and particularly a Contempt wh 
of the World) be ever perfect in any Man in this Life: Aud wit 
yet your Hypotheſis is built on that Opinion. and 
You lay, Our Saviour plainly affirms, Mat. 6. 24. Je can“ 11h 
ſerve God and Mammon; but you, Sir, on ihe contrary, teach in gra 
effedt, ye can ſerve God and Mammon : For to be byaſs'd by Inte- 1 
reſt, ſo far as to be kept from diſcovering and pradiſing one Dif 
Duty to God, is no other than to ſerce Mammon. But do not al! Du 
allow, that a Man is to be denominated not from ſingle Acts I knc 
and unobſlery'd Frailties, but from the general and main bent 
ol 
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re his Life and Actions? Has not every true Servant of God 
Work and Bufineſs to do in this Matter, to mortify thoſe worldly 
ay 


affections that ſtill remain in 205 meaſure in him, tho the full 
Power and Dominion of them be broken? Let Dr. Hammond be 
here conſulted, who knowing the Truth of what 1 atlerred, and 
which I have ſet down from him, thus paraphrales that Text, 
Mat. 6. 24. Even fo the tending eren ot Wealth, 
„doing nothing but may in the Eye of the World tend to the 
« Increale of Riches, is not reconcileable with the ſerving of 
« God, doing what Chriſt requires of us. 
. And he that will conſult the $nopfis Criticorum, will find o- 
mers, and particularly Grotius, thus to expound the Text; 
d. Wand I perſwade my ſelf you are the firſt M.n in the World who 
erer interpreted that Text, ſo as to exclude tiom being the Ser- 
he N vants of God, thoſe who had any {ſinful Regard to the World; 
e, and by the ſame kind of Reaſoning, you might prove from 
re W kom. 6. 16. that no Sin is confillent with a Man's being a Ser- 
u- ant of Righteouſneſs ; and ſhew your Unmercitulnets to all 
i, Mankind. And now I need not confider diflinctly the wild 
10 WF ppoſitions you put, which no more concern me than the 
toß Man in the Moon. a 
But only as you are pleas'd before you leave this, and ſeve- 
n times afterward, to reflect on me and my Party, as byaſs'd 
0 by Intereſt, I beſeech you next time to let me know what Inte- 
0 Wreſt the Generility of Diſlenters can be ſuppos'd byafs'd by; 
who by their Diſſent” put themſelves, as you know, to a 
US Charge in - ſeveral Reſpects, which they would be otherwile 
fee from. Or what Intereit is it that byaſtes me ? 1 declare 
„ plainly, Intereſt do's ſo far byals me, that I am very willing to 
be convinc'd of the Lawfulneſs of Conformity, tho I hope it 
n neither does nor ſhall byaſs me to do any thing wiltully againſt 
the Conviction of my Mind; and I will endeavour that it ſhall 
rot hinder the Impartiality of my judgment. I beg Pardon of 
Iny Reader for detaining him thus Long ia ſo plain a Caſe, I 
FF can as eaſily paſs over an impertinent Ramble as another, but 
hen 'tis ſet out with a grave and folenin Air, and attended 
cl with the Charge of falſe Doctrine, 'tis really. provoking, 
and will apologize for a longer Anſwer. And as to vou, Sir, 
I ſhall only pity you, and pray God throughly to convince, ang 
1 graciouſly pardon you. 
In the next place you take notice of what I ſay, That the 
Diſſenters are not able on their ſide to end the Diviſion. You lay, 
Du would fain know for what Reaſon. And that you may eafiſy 
mou from my Letters, wherein I have ſpoken plainly enough; 
and therefore can't but wonder at ſuch Diſcourſe as this from 
you. 
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c. [ 10 J f 
vou. You ſay, There are no hard or ſinful Terms impos'd on ut; 
that is, I ſuppoſe, none that you think ſo , but, you knoy 
we think otherwiſe, on ſuch Reafons as you have not, as yet, 
thought fit to anſwer. And therefore the reit of your Pans. 
graph is uſeleſs. 

You put it to me, Whether the old Puritans, or Nonconformiſt, 
were uot as truly zealous againſt Popery as we can be. Well, let 
it be fo ; and neither of us can be charg'd with want of Zeal z. 
gainſt Popery. You ſay, Albeit they did diflike many things as n; 
do, yet they juig'd it their bounden Duty not to begin a Diviſion 
from the Church, becauſe they plainly foreſaw it would give Al. 
vaniages to Popery. And you think this, Difference between 
them and us is owing to this, that they were ſincere and up- 
right, and we are not. But nothing can be more unreaſonable 
than this Diſcourſe: For, (1.) The very Terms of Conformity 
were purpolely made harder in 1662. than they were to the 
old Paritans. (z.) Since you own they were fincere and up- 
right, and yet ſcrupled ſeveral things, you muſt own that there 
are hard and difficult Terms impos.d on us, even ſuch as up- 
right Men may judge fo. (3.) The fruitleſs Endeavouis of 
the old Puritans to gain a Reformation while they continued in 
the, Church, is a Viudication of us in leaving it. I think u 
one thing that thoſe of your own ſide do generally advance, that 
Man who are diſſatisfy d in a Chürcu, ſhould not raſhly make 3 
Separation, but ſhould firit try all humble and proper Methods 
to prevail on Churci-Rulers to meud the things that. need Re- 
formation. This was long done by our Predeceflors, but no- 
thing could be gain'd; bur on the contrary, the Caſe is become 
worſe than it was before; and therefore we think that our 
Conduct is moit juſt aud reaſonable. (4.) The Non-conformills 
of old, tho they often ſuffer'd in one place, they were yet cs. 
pable of being uſeful in another, in the Church of England , 
whereas all that are of their Principles are now by the Barths 
lane m. Act renter'd utterly incapable of any Service in the 
Chuich. And in truth the Conduct of the old Puritans and 
the prelent Diſſemers, is not different as to the main: They 
were willing to keep in the Church as long as they could; and 
we, notwithilanding our being violemly and unjuſtly thruit out 
by our Brethiren, are willing again to return to them, and have 
all along ſhown it, tho they will not ſuffer us. And methinks, 
when we are forcibly thruſt out, and the Door is ſhut with a de- 
ſign to keep us out, 'tis not like ſincere Dealing to rail at us for 
not coming in. Beſides, the Advantage the Papiſts gain by our 
9 . — is not directly from us, nor is it amongſt us. We do 
not in the leait fliuch toward Popery, nor have they been able 
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> gain Proſelytes among us; but they praQtis'd on the ſame 
rt of Men for gaining Proſelytes, as they had before for ma- 
ing a Diviſion. We are not, for ouc Diviſion, one whit the 
ore inclin'd to their Dodtrines, or backward to yield the moſt 
„ay Alliſtance againit their Cauſe, The Advantages then 
"Wh: the Papiſts gain by our Diviſions are ſuch as thele ; That 
ey have a plauſible Pretence to uſe with People, to recom- 
zend the Authority and Power which they pretend to over 
lens Conlciences, as they do om the Diferences among Pro- 
ſtants in general: Or they can the more eaſily work on our 
tereſt Adverlaries, who from a Spirit of Oppoſition are wil- 
ng to depart as far as they can from us, tho at the ſame time 
hey make Advances toward them: Or elſe having made a 
Rvilion among us, they have ſtir'd up our Br-thren to plunder 
nd undo us, that fo the Hands of ſuch as were as zealous (at 
alt) as any againſt them, might in a great meaſure be dila- 
ed; and then they think when they have made uſe of one 
jt to cruſh the other, they can the more eaſily ſeize on the 
ter themſelves : And hereby too they think they can vindi- 
ite their own barbarous Perlecutions for Conſcience ſake. 
ad is it not plain to you, the Dillenters have good Reaſon to 
& lorry for there having luch Advantages as theſe by our Di- 
ons? Is it not plain they had ail che Reaſon, as well as In- 
xreſt therefore ro end the Diviſion, and would have done it 
on 4580, and ſo have prevented their Sutferings, if they 
ould * | 
You repreſented the Diſſenters as apreeing with the Papiſts, 
drawing off People from the Communion of the Chuxch of Eng- 
nd. And I told you the Church-men agree wich the Papitts 
drawing People from the Ditſenters, and gave you ſeveral 
nſtances of your own Agreement with them, much more to the 
urpole than what you can alledge concerning us. But yu 


lurch of England, the main Bulwark of the Reform'd Religion 
wainſt Popery. And we ſay you join'd with them, in endea- 
3 OUTINg utterly to ruine the  Diflenters, who were as hearty 
ky Lnemies to Popery as the Church of England. But I do moſt 
mbly befeech you, notwithſtanding the Profoiunineſs of your 
. WitelleFuals, ſo far to condeſcend to the halfowne/s of mine, 
"Ws to help me to a tive Notion of the Church of England, as 
tis confeſſedly the Bulwark of the Reform'd Religion. I fear 
vhen this comes to be clear'd, your new Glols on your Words 
mll appear to be only, according to your. Dialect, a Flam, or 4 
Wubble, Is it the Doctrine, the Ceremonies, the Liinigy, or 
te Threefold Order of the Church of England, that is this Bul- 
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wark of the Reformed Religion againſt Popery ? The Chu 
of England, according to ſome Mens Dialect, is one of t 
moſt amphibious Creatures in the World. When any Good 
done, then the Church becomes the State, and claims the H 
nour of having done it: If any Evil is done, then truly t 
Church of England is diſtinguiſnd from the State; and lo 9 
Rulers and (Governours may ſhare the Dilgrace among tie of 
To ſpeak then properly, England is, under God, the Bulwa 
of rhe Reform'd Religion; as it is the moſt potent of any 
the Reform'd Countries, and does contribute ſuch great Af 
ſtance to the Proteſtant Caule. 

Now how do the Diff-nters weaken this Bulwark ? Does: 
ny Man by becoming a Diſſenter grow lefs oppoſite and zealo 
ag uüinſt Popery, or leſs ready to join his helping Hand with t! 
Nation againit it? His it not been publickly own'd, that ti 
Diſtenters readily concur'd with the Church of England in th 
late Revolution, to defeat the Deſigus of a Popilh King? At 
ry not as zealous and hearty as any for the Proſecut ion of th 
prelent War againſt France? Are not our Governours fully 4 
risfy'd in this Matter? And if England be confider'd as th 
Bulwark of the Reform'd Religion, *tis not at all weaken's 
that reſpe& by rhe Number of Diſſenters. Nay, ſhould 1! 
the Nation fall in with us in our Principles, this Bul wat 
would not be in the leaſt the weaker, but rather the ſtronger 
The only Men that I know of, whoſe” Conduct weakens thi 
Bulwark, are they who join'd with two Popiſh Princes in thei V 
Counſels, and in laying all the Hardſhips they could, on on and 
Part of the Scrength of this Nation, who were for impriſoning “ 
and plundering Men, (becauſe rney did their Duty, and wor? 
ſhip'd God according to tlie beſt Liglit of rheir own Minds) and Uh: 
all rhzr they might become incapable of oppoſing Popery : Andes 
next to theſe are they, who, inheriting the ſame Principles," 
have been of late attempting to revive their old Practices. Ne 
Bleſſed be God who hits not given us à Prey to their Teeth. Im 

You ask if what I fay be true, Thar all- Parties think themſelot. bel. 
in the right, and love to have others of their Mind, why we don! lex 
think fit to beſtow ſume Pains, in drawing the Quakers to our ſelves ths 
fince we differ more from them then you Now according to the W. 
Obſervation I have been hitherto able to make, I could never] ln. 
lee but chat the Diſſenters are willing to draw from both fides Vi 
I don't perceive that they mike it their Buſineſs to perſwade Un 
Church-men, unlels they themſelves give them Opportunity; Li 
and the fame they are ready to do to any others. And for wil 
own Part, as I own the. Difference vattly greater between us Fe 
and Quakers or Papiſts, than between us and you, ſo I ſhould e 
| | much 
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web rather convince one Quaker or Papiſt of the Goodneſs of 

r Caule, than ten ſober and vertuous Church-men : and that 
cauſe I think the Imereti of the main things in Religion are 
Ally preferable to that of a Party. Perhaps you could not fo 
ell acquit your lelf, if I ſhould fut it to you to give me a 
Reaſon, why if the pietence of the Evil of Schiſm be the rea- 
on of your Heat, you, and Men of your Principles, are not 
pore 20008 to convince the Non-Juors of their Guilt in that 
elpect. « 

" to what you fay of your Poſtſcript, and your farther De- 
on, I am very eaſy; I ſhew'd you, it was not difficult to run 
he Parallel between you and the Papiſts much tsither. You 
nay ule your Liberty as you pleale : Such Methods will not 
wrt us ; for tho it would grieve one to fee the Workings of 
o much Spite and Malice, yet the Management thereof, is 
uch as only delerves Fity and Contempt. 

You lay, Jou have obſerv'd in your Teſtimonies, p. 43. what 
aſt Ground Pojery got during the low Eſtate of the Church of 
gland, and the Uſurpaiion of Fanaticiſm, eſpecially of my dar- 
ne Favourite, Inde endency. Eut you are the moſt unhappy 
lan in your Guetics of any I have met with. I have no luch 
arling Favourite as you imagine: What 1 perceive to be a 
mth 1 embrace, whether held by Independents or Epilcopari- 
ns ; and all that know me, know I have a Latitude in all 
1jMihole Matters. 

Well, I have look'd into the Place in your Teſtimonies, 
and find very little to your purpoſe. You ſay, /ey join'd with 
naive Fanaticks (the civil Title your polite Education teaches you 
„o give us) in carrying on an ofen Rebellion againſt Aing 
ad Charles IJ. Very well; and is it any Wonder to ſee them fiſh- 
na ing in troubled Waters, or endeavouring to embroil a Nation? 
And did they not join with the Church of England atterwards iu 
oppoling the Diflenters ? Kobere Mentit de Salmonel's Account 
may be true ior ought 1 know ; but I am not much inclin'd to 

„believe it on his word, And what it there were Papiſts that 
Jerv'd rhe Parliament againit the King, were there not likewile 
that fervd on the other nde? And what if Mr. Edwards lays 
e me Papilis did generally ſhelter themſelves under the Vizor of 
2M independency : Are they not ready to do the like under any 
BH Vizor? Or have they not appear'd without any Vizor at all 
e fince the Church of England recover'd her ſelf out of her low 
Eitate ? What tho Dr, Bali) courted Olicer with groſs Flatie- 
ly, were not others of the Church of England counted by the 
5M Fapiits in like manner? Why elſe was a Cardinals Hat offer'd 
i *0 an Arch Biſhop, ? Oc why did the Benedictine Monk A 
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dus ſo highly flatter Arch Biſhop Laud, as it appears he gig e 
the Arch Biſhop's Anſwer to him, publiſh'd by Le Clerc, Nober 
the Beginning of his Edition of the Fathers which liv'd in th duct 
Apoitle's Times? Or why did the Papiſts boaſt ſo much in tin 
A. Bp's Time, of the Steps made towards them? Why did ut 
— (Dr. Heylin mentions in A. Bp. Laud's Life, p. 41 % n 
u,“ That the Articles of the Church of England ſeem p- [1 
| tient, or ambitions rather of ſome Senſe, wherein they mz 
| « leem Catholick? Why was it pretended by their Pan them 
* That the Univerſities, Biſhops and Divines of this Realu 
did daily embrace Catholick Opinions, tho they profeſs'd n 
„ fo much with Mouth or Pen, for fear of the Puritanes ? Ibid 
And a great deal more may be ſeen to the ſame purpoſe in th 
ou of the Doctor's Hiſtory, In fine, You give us a might; 

vidence of the vaſt Ground Popery got in that time, viz, n 
leſs than One Hundred and Fifty Perſons are mention'd, as re 
concil'd to Rome in the Year 1652. This might be a gre: 
thing then; bur J fear it has been ſo vaſtly out-done for ſever: 
Years together, ſince the Church of England got out of its lo 
Eitate, and this Bulwark was up, that it hardly defervest 
- remember'd, much leſs that ſuch Uſe as this ſhould be mad: 
of ir. 

You ſay, there is a Popiſh Deſign at the Bottom of the Noiſe an 
Clamour which has been lately made about High and Low Church-men 
And indeed I fear this Noite and Clamour is too truly bottom 
on ſome Popiſh Deſign ; not of theirs, on whom you would 
charge it, but of quite another ſort of Men. Good Sir, do you 
not think the Papiits have ſome Deſigu working, according to the 
Reilleſſneſs of their Humour? They ufe not to work alone; 
who are they then that join with them? Are they not the Ja- 
cobites, and thoſe call'd High Church-men ? Alas, what has BY 

deen fo publickly obſerv'd, and fo openly ſpoken of, can't be 
conceal'd ; and therefore I can't but with you think, there is 
indeed ſome Popiſh' Deſign at the Bottom of the Difference, 
which one part of the Church of England has made by their 
violent Counſels, the Succeſs of which would have been no 
{mall Joy to their good Friends of St. Germains, and their Abet- 
tors. I value not the Names themſelves: Call them what you h 
pleaſe. . * 

Is there not manifeſtly a Foundation for a Diſtinction among P* 
your ſelves ? If not, whence are the mighty Struggles at Ele- 
tions ? Has not the Diſtinction been coin'd among your felves? ] 8 
And have you not wrote againſt one another under thoſe Names? h 

| And therefore if there be really no Foundation for Diſtinction * 
i] among you, you are much to be admir'd, I confels, that you 
1 are 
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ax ſo earneſtly contending about a little Goats Wool. Whe- 
ther your Account of your felf, and your apparent Con- 
duct do agree, I leave to the Reader to judge from your 
Writings. I never took you for a Pluraliſt, as you tax me; 
nor is there any thing in my words that gives any Intima- 
ton of it. 

[ had ſaid (L. 2. p. 48.) 'Tis flain who ave now moſt ſerviceable 
to the Popiſh Cauſe, even thoſe who are united in Counſels with 
them, as the Facobites and High Church-men adtually are; and 
that in oppoſition to the Diſſenters and Moderate Church-men. 
And there is evidently more Danger from the Oppoſition of the High 
Church, againſt the Moderate Church-men, than from any Diſagree- 
ment between them and the Dijjenters. And tis the Union of theſe 
two that has kept out Popery, which had otherwiſe overflown the 
Nation, | | 

With Reference to this Diſtinction, you ſay, it was brought 
up by the Enemies of your Church. Suppoſing it were, you are 
ſerv'd then only in your own kind, who ſo freely ule the moſt 
abutive Expreſſions of the Diſſenters. But there is no manner 
H Ground for you to alledge this. You ſay indeed, there is 
w ſolid Reaſon for the Diſtin#ion, but it carries in it ſelf down- 
nght Nonſenſe. But it there be a Difference between you, and 
the Church of England is really divided into two different Par- 
ties, contending and Quarrelling wtih one another, and pur- 
ſuing oppolite Interetis every where, this mult be a folid Rea- 
ſon for a Diſtin4ion ; and he muſt be blind indeed that can't 
ſee this to be the Cale at this Day, Now how would you have 
a Man dittinguiſh theſe two Parties? I call'd them by ſuch 
Names as they are generally call'd by, and as many on both 
fides own; and I think that was the way to be underſtood. 
But where is the dowtiiright Nonſenſe ? Are you all agreed a- 
bout the Things in Controverſy ? Are not ſome much higher 
in their Notions about the Things controverted, looking on 
them as eſſential, and fundamental; and others thinking them 
only tolerable, and wiſhing them laid afide ? Has there not 
been all along two ſuch Parties in the Church? Again, are not 
ſome high in their Notions about Perſecution, and the forcible 
Methods of preſſing thole things on the Diſſenters; while g- 
thers are for our full Liberty? Are not ſome high-flown in 
paſſing damning Sentences on us, while others charitably love 
us as Chriſtians and Brethren ? Again, Do not many plead a- 
gainſt any ' Alterations, as tho there wege no good and juit Oc- 
cafion for them; while others plead * Alteration, and ſay 
there is a good and juſt Occaſion? Vou may ſhuffle, if you 
will, and diſſemble this, but all Men know it to be true, that 

| it 
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it is thus among all Sorts and Ranks of you. Do not you your 
ſelf diſtinguiſh Biſhops in, and Biſhops of the Church ? Do 
ou not cut off a great many Church-men, by denying them tg 
G true Church-men, or true Members of the Church of Eu 
gland? You really in effect grant the Dittinction, but only ac- 
cording to the Mode of High-Church, and a pretty Jingle 
Low-Church is No-Church. Tiis, Sir, I hope, will help you 
to underitand my Meaning, which was ſufficiently plain. f. 
concerns not me to determine which Side acts moit fairly; 
what I oblerv'd is a known Truth, That thele High Church- 
men do actually join with the Jacobites and Papiſts. And as 
they were ſuch kind of Men that loaded us at firit with Hard. 
ſhips, and made the Diviſion, and have kept it up, ſo it has 
been the Party which oppos'd them; viz. The Moderate 
or Low Church-men, who have prevented the Effect and Ac- 
compliſhment of their Deſigns. | 
You next conſider what things are fundamental and neceſiary, 
and ſo not to be alter d on any Occaſion, . 16. And here the 
firſt thing is the Threefold Order of Miniſtry. But here the 
Queſtion is, Whether you may not keep your Fundamental, 
and yet indulge others a Liberty of not looking on it as a 
Fundamental? (Whether if this be a Truth, it is ſuch an on: 
that it is abſolutely neceflary every Miniſter ſhould believe ir.) 
You lay, No one can be eſteem'd a true Member of the Church of 
England, that is not ſincerely ready to part with his Life, ratha 
than the ſaid Apoſtolical Conſtitution. But why then do you 
urge the Ditlenters, who would. not part with their Lives, 
you may be lure, at ſuch a rate, to become Members of the 
Church of England ? If they follow'd the Example you menti- 
on'd of the old Puritans, and contorm'd, they would not be 
look'd on as true Members of the Church of England; and 
therefore, in my mind, they had better be in ſuch a Church, 
of which they may be look'd on as tlie true Members. 
Next you add, As for Liturgies, and Forms of Prayer, tho they 
are not abſolutely neceſſary in themſelves, (which 1 am glad to 
hear of, for Raſhneſs in Prayer may then be prevented without 
them) het, It becomes yeceilary (to uſe Mr. Caltin's words) 
that the publick Prayers ſhould be itated or fix d, from which 
« it may not be Jawiul for any Miniſter to vary, in the Exer 
& ile of his Function, as well in conſide ration of the Weak- 
„ neſs and Ignorance, of ſome, as that it may appear how all 
Churches agree among. themſelves, and withall that 
« there may be a ftop'put to the giddy Lighitneſls of ſome who 
affect Novelties. And becauſe you. think theſe three Reaſons 
will be always of Force, it will be neceflaty always to retain 
70 9 your 
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zur excellent Liturgy, tho you ſhould charitably condeſcend 
> the Alteration ot lome Expicflions in it. In your Teſimo- 
jes, p. 4. you cite part of tis lefimony ; and tere you make 
alvin not to ſay, II IS NECESSARY, as you do here, but 
ily that HE HIGHLY APPRO\V'D, wiict is mon agreeable 
> his words, valde probo. Bick if you allow of Mr. Calvin's 
ugument, you mutt wholly exclude conceiv'd Prayer, which 
think you ought not to do, becauſe of wyat I have alledg d 
ſhe w the Neceſſity tizercot, whe:e Forms are us'd : Aud be- 
des you condemn your own Church, which allows Miniſters 
ule conceiv 'd Prayer before tiieiv Sermons, as I obſerv'd, 
15. of my 1/t Letter, But let us conſider the particular Rea- 
ons themlelves : His firit Reaſon is, the Conſideration of the 
Peakneſs and Ignorance of fome, And 'tis very poſlible that o- 
hers, if they had liv d in his Time, would have thought this 
onſide ration of great moment in the behalf of Forms, When 
he Alteration was made in our Churches, it can't be won- 
rd at, that there were many weak and ignorant Perſons, 
o kept in their Livings ; and if they had not, all their Va- 
mcies could not prelently have been fill'd up with better: 
o that if there had not been ſome ſuch Proviſion as this, there 
nult have been no Prayers at all in ſome Pariſhes , and Mr. 
alvin complains of the Scarcity of able Miniſters at that time 
Wn that very Epilile. And if that was a Reaſon then, ſure 
u Dou will not [;.y that this is the Cale of the Church of England 
jow , that ſhe is not able to ſupply all her Pariſhes with ſuch as 
e re not weak and ignorant; and therefore as this is only a Rea- 
- Won why weak Perions ſhould uſe Forms, fo *us tobe hoped Care 
e may be taken to keep ſuch out. 
d His ſecond Reaſon is, That it may certainly appear how all the 
Churches agree among themſelves, For my Part, tho I highly 
value Mr. Calvins Memory, yet I can't fay, that T think this 
Argument concluſive : For 1 think it may certainly appear, 
that Churches do agree as far as is necetlary without ſuch 
Forms. And why an account of the ordinary Matter of the 
ſeveral Churches Prayers, tho there be no Forms uſed, is not 
ſufficient to anſwer that end, I do not as yet underſtand. 

Mr. Calvin's laſt Reaſon is, That there may be a ſtop put to the 
- (giddy Lightne/s of ſome who affect Novelties. But tis very ſtrange 
if Care may not be taken to prevent this without Forms: 
bor my part, I profeſs, I'm as much an Enemy to the mixing 
any novel Fancies with Publick Devotions, as the moſt zea- 
lous Advocates for Forms can be; and if Men are not capable 
of diſcharging that Duty (or willing to do it) without affecting 
luch Novelties, I think they are very unfit to be admitted to 
the ſacred Office. B You 
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You ſay, No true Church-man can come ſolow as to part with; 
Liturgy. But I believe 1 do not mittake the Minds of 0 
Church-men, who uſe it as impos'd, and judging it tole1 als 
and who would not, if left to themſelves, prefer the ule ot 
But what kind of Church- men £9 you urge us to be, when 
xerſwade us to come into the Church, notwithſtanding or 
Pinie of lome things ? True Church-men you would not: 
low us to be, {uppoſing we come not up to your Elteem of t. 

Liturgy. and therefore I think you tiad better be ealy, to let 
Continue true Diflenters. 

You tay, That all other Rites and Ceremonies usd ix 01 

Church, and ſcrutled at by the Diſſenters (as the Goſs in Bajtiſn 
. God-fathers, and God-Mcsthers, Kneeling at the Sacrament, Sw 
plice, &c.) are ſo far not fundamental or neceſſary, as to admit 

Alteration on weighty ard juſt Occaſions : And therefore you can 

mot but think that every true Church-man is charitably diſpos't 

20 condeſcend to ſuch Alterations as ſhall be requiſite on weighty 1 
Juſt Occaſions, 

I ſhould be heartily glad to fee ſome Evidence of this Chat! 
ty in all true Church-men, Burt 'tis ſufficiemly plain, thi 
Conceſſion ſignifies juſt nothing: For as you have hitherto, { 
for ought 1 can find (and efpecially if I may judge by you: 
ſelf) you are relolv'd to deny that any ſuch weighty and jut 
Occaſion has, or will ever come: So that this is very little tc 
the Satisfaction of the Ditlemers, 

You next proceed to enquire, -J/hat w or u not a juſt Occaſſon 


for ſuch Alterations? Give me leave (before I proceed to confi- 


der what you lay particularly on this Head) to take notice to 
you what I look on as a juſt Occaſion for making Alterations. 
(1,) If there be any things confeſledly amiſs in any Church, 
there is juſt occalion for Alterations, by mending thole thing: 
which aie amils. And that there are ſome things amiſs in 
your Church, I think will not be denied. Your Lay-Chance!- 
lors, want of Diſcipline with reference to ſcandalous Perſons, 
(whether Clergy or Laity) do certainly call for Reformation : 
Why do you not therefore ſet about making Alterations in 
theſe? For my part, I really judge you can't in any Method 
better ſerve your own Caule ; and I profeſs, tho you ſhould 
hereby leflen the Number of Diſſenters, and ſhould not widen 
your r fo far as to ſatisfie me to come in, I ſhould yet hear- 
tily rejoice, from the great Love I have to Reformation. 
(2.) Suppole the things impos'd as indifferent, are by a great 
Number of Chriſtians judg'd finful, and from the Impoſftion 
does arile (as there then neceſſarily muſt) Diſcord and Strife; 
there is then Reaſon for altering the Impoſition: For tho the 
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things ſhould really prove lawful, yet the Impoſers can't them- 
ſelves be free from Blame, inaſmuch as they do by this means 
ly a Snare for them, and without any neceſſity give occaſion 
for that Strife. And this js the Caſe as ta many things en- 
oin'd ; we judge them unlawful, you ſay they are indiſterent; 
ind therefore without necefiity you breed Diſcords and Strife 
t aMamong Chriſtians. So that, tho twere {uppos'd the Lmpoſers 
nad really a Title to a much larger Power than my Notions do 
t alow, yet I can't ſee how they can excule themſelves from 
lame while they inſiſt on ſuch things. Let me now conſider 
chat you ſay concerning a juit Occaſion of Alterations. You 
ay, Nothing elſe can be ſuch, but the attaining a greater God by 
un them than can be attain'd without them. ® Now here you think 
is to be conſider d, whether the Alterations contended for by us, 
11 will not do as much hurt one way, by fbutting the Door cloſer than 
red be againſt the Papiſis, as it may do good, by opening the 
11 Door wider than needs be to the Diſſenters. But the Anlwer to 
this is eaſy ; Set the Door as Chriſt and his Apoſlles left it, 
ui nd then the blame will lie on thoſe who do not come in on 
1ither fide. But tis a little ſtrange that you, Sir, who can't 
tut underſtand the monitrous Opinions of the Papiits, ſhould 
think that theſe little things n diſpute ſhould, if laid aſide, 
Abe any Hinderance to the Papiſts coming over to us, ſuppoſing 
[0 them convinc'd of the great Matters atlerted by Proteſtants in 
Noppofit ion to them. Will a Man that believes the Dodtrines 
of Tranſubſtantiation, Infallibility, Purgatory, &#c. to be falſe 
!i-Mand abominable, remain in that Church for the ſake of a Sur- 
to plice, the Sign of the Croſs, Sc. I profeſs you amaze me by 
bach Diſcourſe : If you will not fee you are to be pitied, I will 
„I nor ſay for your Intellectuals, but for your Obſtinacy. But the 
hing is plain, that the Difference between you and the Papiſts 
is in ſuch vaſtly greater things, that the keeping of theſe little 
-E Matters, is the moſt inconhderable Trifle in the World toward 
the gaining of them; but I think our Differences are ſo mall, 
as that they may eaſily be accomodated. So that here is a 
greater Good that is really very probable, and the Danger on 
che other hand is grounded only on a trifling Surmize, 
f But you go on, and tell us, that to this ungſt be added, that 
i ſuch Alterations may become a ſtumbling Block to ſome th are at 
preſent of our own Communion, and who may poſſibly be jo weak as 
ty think more highly of the things to be laid aſide than they ought 3 
and therefore go over from us to the Papijts on that account. 
I'm glad you ſprak this; I doubt not it would have been 
teckon'd a Crime in any one elſe, to lay, That ſome of your 


Communion are ſo weak, as to Foun more highly of thoſe * 
2 | than 
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than they ought. And hence I lee that the Church - men, accyy. 
ding to your ſelf, are not all agreed, any more than the Dif. 
ſenrers ; and that it were eaſy to make ſuch a Repreſentatios 
of you, as you have done of us, and that on better Ground: 
than you can pretend; as you may fee by comparing what | 
ſay in my Third Letter. But I would fain know what you 
mean, hy their thinking of theſe things more highly than {« 
ought. I can't ſee but that it they tink of them fo kighly, 
as to be willing to {wallow all the monſtrous Doctrines, 80. 
perſtitions, and Idolatries of the Romiſh Cnurch with them, 
which is the Cale you put) they mui look upon them ed: 
— 1 and eflential things with a Witneſs, and Del 
as indifferent and aterable ; and conſequently they nut 2 
practiſe thele Commandments of Men as taugim for Doctrines; TCE. 
And you [ay your elf, p. 15. of your Firit Letter to a Diſſem Cre 
ting Pariſhioner, That Chriſt rebukes the Jews for teaching ſul tha 
their Traditions (as are mentioned, Mat. 15.) for Dare for 
that is, making them of equal Obligation and Neceſſity with th: nd 
Commandments of Gd. Hence tnercfore 1 infer, unat ſuch tere 
an Apprehenſion of tnele Things is finful, and conſequem- Go. 
ly your own Argument does condemn you, and ſhews the the 
Neceſſity of tiole Alterations againit which you alledge it. cafi 
For hence tis plain, tuat rne retaining theſe Things dees! k 
really tend to lead tuch Men into Sin, while they uſe them con 
in ſuch a manner; and by this means the Conſciences of teat 
your weak grethien mong your lelves are wounded. II 
have often U:ought this Argument had weight in it, but Hand 
did not expect you would ever give me ſuch Occaſion tothe. 
make Ule ot it: You may ty how you can get off it. Con 
But I will be ſo fiee with you as to ask you one Queſtion : | to | 
and that is, Whether you do in your Conſcience believe that Haba 
any one good Chrilti.n in your COmmumon would by fuch Al- to 
terations be tempted to believe 1ranlubituntiation, c. and io Ber: 
to go over from you to the Church of Ne: In my Appic- rat 
henſion all thoſe Fertons you can ſuppoſe your ſelves in dam H nai 
ger of looſing, are {uch, as are real Bieniiſhes in any Church, | Scl 
and ſhould be rather tu:n'd out than kept in, And do you think H his 
that by Alterations you ſhall gain none from the Difſenters I Int 
worth having? Why tlien are you {o deſirous to peiſwade Neeſ 
them to come over to you? Ou 
1ſt. You ſay the fartheſt Alterations that can mith me 

a good Conſcience be conſented to by a true Church-man, even noi 
in things not neceſſary, is ouly this, that every Perſon may the 
be left to his own Liberty, or to follow his own Perſwaſion in theſe ( 
Particulars, to wit, to have Gadfathers, or have none, to have wr 
Chit: 
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Child flgn'd or not fign'd with the Croſs. Here I think I may 
aſſure you that I know ſeveral who differ ſo much from you, 
as to give a uit Foundation for their being call'd Low-Church- 
men. But let that pals. I [ay then, if tis be tue lowell, and 
you have fully exprels d your mind, it Will not do, for tn: ut- 
molt you go, is to leave Parents at liberty: but for ougnt L 
ſee, the Mimiter wuit be oblig d to comply with the Parents de- 
fire, let it be one way or the other. If you imend moe than 
you expiels, viz. that the Mininer ſhall have his Liberty 
allo, and where Miniſter and Parent can't agree, it ſhall be allow- 
ed the Parent to apply himſelf to another who will agree to his 
Deſire ; this will fully remove this Part of our Difference. 
2dly. You lay there can be no good or juſt Occaſion, bu: en A 
CERTAIN Good will follow. | thought ſuch ſhon-11-hted 
Creatures, as we all are, muſt often act on far lels Aliurunce 
than what you demand. A probable Good may be realon en. ugh 
for Alterations. But any one may fee what all this means, 
and you ſufficiently diſcover eltewhere your averſion to any Al- 
terations whatever. But ſuppole there weie no other certain 
Good did enſue but the retorming your ſelves, and tlie rendring 
the Diſſemers inexculable, this were a juſt aud weighty Oc- 
caſion enough for Alterations, as the Cafe ſtands wv ith you. 
But you lay it muſt be conjider'd, (1.) Whether it will not be- 
come requiſite to this End, that all the Diſjenters that are come to 
tears of Diſcretion ſhould in the firft Place give it under their 
Han s, that ſuch Alterations and Conceſſimns will ſatisfy them, 
and ſhould by ſome or other valuable Oblip.ition ſtritly engage 
themſelves to leave off their Separation, as ſoon gs ever the ſaid 
Conceſhons ſhould be made, &c. Well tnen, if this is a Matter 
to be confider'd, and all were of your Mind, I would for ever 
abandon ail thoughts of Union. Mult this be the only thing 
to be reckon d a certain Good ? Suppoſe one half of the Diſſen- 
ters were gain d, were it not worth your while to make Alte- 
rations, to retcue ſo many Souls out of that State of Dam- 
nation, Which you apprekend them in on the account of their 
Schiſm.? It you think not, you are of a Mind as opp fite to 
his, whole Miniflers you pretend to be, as is Darkneſs to Light. 
Intereſt will oblige the Diflenters to fall in with thoſe Con 
ceſhons they ſeek for, and therefore there is no need of 
Our giving it under our Hands, What valuable Obligation you 
mean I know not, but imagine it muſt be ſuch as you would 
not care Church-Men ſhould come under, not to 1eturn again to 
their old Encroachments, | 
(A.) You lay "tis to be conſider d, whether though all the Pre- 
ſent Diſſenters that are at Age ſhould hereby be brought over, yet 
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it may not be reaſonably fear d, that in 10 oy 12 Nears a new G. 
neration may ariſe (in ſhort) of Diſſenters. Suppole it, yet you 
have ſavd the Preſent according to your own Notions : But! 
think 'tis not to be doubred, that if Church-Communion be 
{et on a Scripture-Foot, there will be no Danger of this among 
ſerious Chrilians. Humane Impoſitions tend to Diviſion, D. 
vine only to Peace and Unity. But you will ſhew that 7his 1s 4 
ſuppoſable Caſe from what has been already, and here you tel] 
me a Story wich you have heard : But perhaps you know 
not when, nor where you heard it. The Story I alledg'd I had, 
as I ſaid, from a Perſon of Credit, and could eaſily have it 
molt ſolemnly confirm'd, if needtul, and contains nothing in. 
credible in it; and perhaps your ſelf are not unacquanted 
with an Engliſh Biſhop much of the ſame mind. I have heard 
as much of him, but not having that Evidence I had in the 
other Cale, did not mention him. But you tell us a Story not 
very credible, and do not ſo muchi as tell us, whether you be- 
lieve it your ſelf, *Tis not ealy to believe Men would nt 
keep à Copy by them of what they deliver'd, nor is it proba- 
ble they would begin with ſpecifying the Alterations they de- 
far'd. Bur ſuch fort of Stories the Diſſenters are us'd to, and 
muci fuch anotaer you may lee confuted in the Appendix t 
Mr. Baxter's Life, p. 108. But then you argue in the next 
F ce from what I lay, that 'tis one receiv'd Principle of the 
iututers, that no Man or Body ot Men are the Standard of 
Truth; and that their Notions are not to be enſlav'd to the 
Sentiments of thoſe whom they moſt value. And I humbly 
ask you, Whether this is not the receiv'd Principle of all Pro- 
teſtants of the Church of England, and even, Sir, of your 
ſelf ? Who is the Man, or which is the Body of Men you 
eſteem the Standard of Truth? Whom do you lo value as to 
enſlave your Notions to their Seutiments? You talk like a Man 
hugely fond of Intallibility ; Pleaſe to inform the World, 
when you know, where to fix it : In the mean while give me 
leave to remember the Direction of Chriit, who is indeed the 
Standard of Truth; call no Man Father on Earth, Matt. 23. 9. 
As to what you add, I think I never did defire an Alteration of 

any Fundamental in Religion, unlets you are to be judge. 
You fay, That 7 may hence learn how far *tis in the Power 
of the Church to end the Diviſion. But I ſee no Power the Church 
has to alter one thing eſtabliſh'd by Act of Parliament: Thank 
God for it; or elſe the poor Diſſenters muſt have been in 28 
forry a Cate as ever. The Church may do much to procuie 
Alterations, but I never could hear of any Inſtance of a gene- 
ral Willingnels and Readineſs to do any thing, except whe 
. the 
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they were afraid of being over-run with Popery in King 


James II's Time. And ſo you may eaſily judge what I mean 


by ſaying, *Tis in the Power of the Parliament to remove thoſe things 
which keep the Breach wide open: That is, that as tne Obligati- 
on that lies on thoſe of the eſtabliſh'd Communion, to oblerve 
the things in diſpute, is from the Parliament, they can alter the 
Obligation at Plealure : And fince you thew ſuch an Averfion 
to Alterations, I can't think it would be a Reflection on the 
Wildom of the Parliament, to take that Matter into Conſide- 
ration; and to endeavour by New Acts to unite thoſe wiom 
former Acts have ſeparated one from another. | 

You are free to apply thole Words, APOSTOLIC AL CON- 
STITUTION, to what you pleaſe. I atlure you l neither believe 
the three-fold Order to be ſuch, nor will 1 ever ſo ſubicribe 
it; and that is now under debate between us. As to the Com- 
mon Prayer, 1 ſhould be glad, it you reckon that alſo among 
the Apoitolical Conſtitutions (as you feem to do) that you 
would direct me to the Chapter and Verle where 1 may find 
it ; for I know not where to look for it at preſent. And what- 
ever were the Calamities that enfued on thoſe Former Trou- 
bles in State as well as Church, they were owing to other Cau- 
les, which *twere ealy to declare, would they not be diſagreea- 
ble to your ſelf. What you add in the next Paragraph is an- 
ſwer d already. . 

And for your Prayer, Sir, if it proceed from Brotherly Love, 
and Chriſtian Charity; I thank you for it, and hall earneſtly 
deſire the Prayers of all good Chriſtians upon the fame ac- 
count, I own I am tubject zo covetous Deſires, and need Grace 
to make me more and more fotſake them, which 1 alſo make 
it my Buſineſs to endeavour. I own that ſuch kind of Defires 
have been a {ſtrong Temptation to me to be of your Mind; Bur 
| bleſs God my Integrity 1 hold fait, and truſt that by his Grace 
| always ſhall do ſo, and not deliberately forlake the way of 
my Duty. But if your Prayer is (as I {uppole any one will 
eſteem it) deſign'd for a Slander, as though covetous Defires 
were the Reaſon of my Non-Conformity ; Don't think that 
your Malice will be fanctify'd by your putting it into a Prayer: 
No, Sir, it is more heinous in the Sight of God, than if it 


nere ſimply expreſs'd, while you prophane God's Name, and 


bAe the Duty of Prayer, to cover your Violation of his Com- 
andment. 

I think there is nothing in your Letter at the end to a Diſ- 
ending Pariſhioner, that needs any Anſwer : I ſhall therefore on- 
ly take notice of one Paſlage or two, that by them the Reader 
nay judge of the reſt. You would repreſent the Diſſenting _ 
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ſters as ſpreading falſe Reports, and not ſcrupling to pervert the 
Couulels and Leſigns of a Parliament, in order to enourage 


their Followers in their Scnilm and Separation. Becauſe ſome 
of your Panſhivaers have taken upon them to tell you of ſome- 


what aguated the laſt Seſhon, in oppoſition to your Fudgment of our 


Separation being a Schiſm or a danmable Sin. But 15 it not hard, 
that the Diilenting Minitters muſt be charg'd after this Rate, 
for a little Miſlake in the words of thole, Whoſe Buſineſs (as 
you tell us) lies maſt among the bellowing of Catile and bleeting 
of Sheep f Pur but tne word Parliament inilead of Seſſion, and 
all is ealy and clear, and you know it to be moſt true. And 
could you not eaſily have help'd them over this Diffcul- 
ty ? I think you might without much ſpending your ſelf, or being 
ſpent for them. And 1 luppoſe there may be the like Realon 
2 your talking of falle Reports, indultrioutly ſpread abroad, 
concerning wilt pait between your moit worthy Dioceſan and 
your ſeif at his late Viſitation. Some improper Term, it is 
likely, has been Uled by an honeſt Country-man, who pretends 
not to nicety of Language, and that you think a ſufficient 
ground for you to make complaint of falte Reports. I am not 
concern'd to know what paſs'd between you and your Dioceſan, 
for whom I have a great value, and who, I pertwade my ſelf, 
is a Man of too moderate Counſels and Spirit to approve of 
your boittexgous and turbulent Uncharitableneſs; and I atiure 
you I rejoiced at his Preferment,and do reckon him an excellent 
Ornament of your Church? But perhaps {uſpe&t, that he is 
yet upon his good Behaviour with you, whether it may be 
more truly ſaid of him, that he is a Biſhop in, than of che 
Church of England. 

And thus I think I have highly honour'd this trifling Scrib- 
I earneitly requeit you, that you 
would hereafter, if not for my fake, yet out of a Regard to 
your own Credit and Cauſe, write with more Care and Evi 
dence. If the Advice of my Friends had reach'd me before 
this was near finiſh'd, *tis probable I had ſav'd my felt the 
Labour, and not anſwer'd what I will take leave to lay, real!) 
neither needed nor delerv d an Anſwer from, 


Reverend Sir, 


Jour moſt Affectionate, and, 
Faithful Servant in Chriſt, 


James Peirce, 
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A Sixth Letter Addreſsd to Dr. Wells, in An- 
ſwer to his Letter concerning his own, and the 
Author's Theſes about Presbyterian Ordination. 


Honoured Doctor; 


Aving comply'd with your Motion of dividing the ſecond 
H Part ot your Letter to Mr. D. into three diſtinct Parts, 
and publiſn'd a Sheet in Anſwer to what you were 
pleas'd to advance in defence of the firit Part; I was expect- 
ng an Anſwer from you to that Sheet at leaſt: Bur inſtaad 
of that, I received yours of the 20th of January, relating only 
oa very {mall and incontiderable part of eirher your own, or 
my Letter concerning the Subject of our preſent Controverſy. 
You propoſe, p. 4. to conſider two or three of your own Theſes, 

but ſpeak to but one of them, which needed not to be ſpoken 
to at all: And of my 24 Theſes you conſider but two: It ap- 
pears therefore to me. that you reſolve to make a long Squabble, 
to which I aſſure you 1 have no Inclination. If you always 
take this Method, and when I fairly anſlwer at once whatever 
jou advance, you will ſplit every one of my Anſwers, after this 
four new Faſhion, into lo many Parts, for ought I ſee the lon- 
ger we Write, the farther we are from the End of the Contro- 
verſy. I can leave it with any impartial and judicious Reader 
ta judge, whether my Theſes were not ſufficiently clear in ex- 
preſſing what was of ſuch Moment in the Controverſy, as 
to deſerve a particular Anſwer, and whether the pretended 
reaſon of the Delay of an Anſwer to 22 of them, has any good 
ground; and withal whether there is any thing in your 
whole Letter to anſwer the Title Page, ſince you neither at- 
tempt to prove that any one of your Propoſitions du's, or any one 


F mine do's not hold Good. 


My Fourth Letter began with theſe words : Tho I do not well 
underſtand the Reaſon why you are pleas'd to break your Anſwer 
to me (who have already ſo F an expreſs'd my mind in my Re- 
narks) into ſo many diſtin 14 as you now propoſe, yet, n 

n 


And with reference to this you tell me, it ſeems very Strange 
20 you that I ſhould uſe ſuch an Expreſſion, fince you had taken care 
to make the Reafon of your ſo doing as clear as poſſible even 40 
any common Underſtanding. 

Bur if you had taken due Notice of that Parentheſis, which 
you leave out; but I have now again inferted, it needed not t 
have ſeem'd at all ſlrange 20 you. For when I had ſo fully en- 
preſs'd my Mud in my Remarks, there couid be no need to pro- 
ceed fo gradually as you propole. If I had ſpoken darkly and 
obſcureiy, there might have been ſome Pretence for this; but 
as the Cale fands, and I had giv'n a diſlinct anſwer to your 
Arguments, 1 can't fee why you ſhould not have made it your 
Bufineſs to have clear'd and vindicated them all at once. 7 
did therefore then think the Realon you pretended . was 
(as you expreſs your ſelf elfewhere) a Ham And that in 
Imitation of the Learned Chaldeans, Dan. 2. you were endes. 
vouring by a ſhulfling anſwer to Gain the time, and ſtave of 
the main Controverſy, and ſo perhaps tire out your Adverſary, 
as well as your Reader. And in this Apprehenſion, your laſt 
Letter has very much confirm'd me, as I doubt not it will ma— 
ny others. | 

And thus I'm got half way through your Letter, and am 
now to conſider what you lay concerning your firtt Theſis, 
which is, | | 


Theſis I. The Validity of any Ordination dv's immediately depend 
on the valid Authority of him or them, by whom is perform'd the 
faid Ordination. 


In reference hereumo I had thele Words: Your firſt No- 
poſit ion, I conceive, do's nar affe the Controverſy, for the Con- 
troverſy being, Whether Presbycers have valid Authority to 
ordain as well as Biſhops, if it appear they have, Presbyte- 
„ian Ordination will be ſafe and valid, tho the Propoſition b: 
granted : and therefore to avoid the lengthning the Diſpute, I will 
> 1 your other Fropoſit ions on ſuppoſition of the Truth 0 
this. | 3 


There are three things in this Paragraph, which diſpleaſe 
you, which I ſhall now contider. 


_ The firſt T ſhall conſider is, what I alledge to be the Controver- 
ly, viz. Whether Presbyters have valid Authority to ordain as well . 
binops. And this you deny to be the Coutroverſy; foraſmuc! 

as 


1 274 
us both the Word | Tresbytera] aud alſo the Word | Biſhops] are 
e ¶ each capable of, and have been us'd in various Sipnifications, But 
pu lay it is this, Whether Presbyters, ſo cn at the time of 
the ee, have valid Authority (0 ordain, as well as Biſhops © 
Wo call d at the ſaid time of the Reformation! And much to the 
me purpole is your 18/7) Page. But have I not fully clear'd 
* Wthis Matter, and taken Care to prevent this empty jangling ? 
„Have I not expreily deny'd the ambiguous Ule of the word 
d eresbyter, when taken for an Office? Let. 1. /. 44. Have I not 
it Fexpreily N Biſhops, aud Presbyters to be two diſtinct (a- 
ir Wcred Offices? Why do you not prove that Ambiguity which 
ou talk fo much of? and ſhew lome good Foundation for 
jour Dilunction (p. 18.) of Presbyrers properly ſo call d, and the 
other lort of Presbyters, what ever Name you will call them 
ty Again, had I not expictly deny'd, | 


"nl Prop. X. That the Scripture do's diſtinguiſh two Offices, the one 
); With the Power of Ordination, Preaching and Adminiſiring 
Ucraments , and the other with the Power only of Preaching, 
nd Admiuiſtring Sacraments ? Could any thing be more full than 
ele, and leveral things more are to ſhew how I underitood 
ume Word Presbyters ? Could any Man doubt of my Meaning? 
Ws it not evident that I endeavour to prove that there is but 
one fort of Presbyters mention'd in the New Teſtament ? and 
that to them belongs the Power of Ordination? and conſe- 
quently this Power is lodg'd in all thoſe that are rightly or- 
dain'd to that Sacred Otfice ? It matters not at all what Noti- 
ons they, had at the Reformation, The Queſtion is, Wanerther 
 Fihole that are ordain'd Presbyters are ordain'd to a Sacred Of- 
-* Nice inſtituted in the New Teſtament; if they are, they muſt 
have all thoſe Powers God bas annex'd to that Office, and con- 
lequently that of Ordination. 

Another thing you,diilike in that Paragraph, is, that I ſay, 
*1 Your Theſis does not affect the Controverſy. And you endea- 
o vour to prove it does, becauſe the Truth or Falfity of it affets 

the Controverſy. The Falſuy thus; If the Propoſition 15 falſe, 
then the contrary is true; and fo the Controverly is needles. 
12 The Truth thus; That if the Falſity of it ſhews the Contro- 
verfie needleſs, the Truth of it ſhews it needful. This is in 


ſhort your Argument: And to it 1 anlwer; That our Contro- 1 
- verſie is not, whether the Controverſie it {elf be needful; , 
„but whether Presbyterian Ordination be valid ? And this can 
"i be only affected by a Propoſition Which ſerves to determine it, 


A chis does not. The Falſity of it affects it only on my hid? 3 
| . | e 
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[ 28 ] 
and ſo, if I thought fit, I might make uſe of the contrary Pro- 
poſition : But jt does not at all affect the Controverſie on your 
fide ; for if it be falſe, no Concluſion can be juſtly drawn ing 
from it as tho jt were true: And then on the other hand, the vil 
Truth of it does not affect the Controverſie, ſince, if it be Me 
true, you can't make any ule of it in the preſent Controverſie, MW wh 
becaule as that lies between us, it will ſerve on either fide, to pol 
ſhew that Oidination valid which is perform'd by Perſons wh 
appear to have valid Authority to ordain. And therefore thoſl ! 
this Propoſition may affect other Controverſies about Ordinati-M Th 
on, yet ours it does not. And I think all Men will grant, that 

that Propoſition may be juſily ſaid not to affect a Controverh 7 
ne; wizch, when granted, will contribute nothing to the de- Got 
terinining of the Controverſie it ſelf. Your own words, p. 14. 
confirm this; * In a word, my firſt Propoſition is the only 7 
* Bafis, or Ground-truth, whereon the Validity of any Ordi- 
nation, Epilcopal or Presbyterian, is firmly ro be built, 
Now if this be true, the Cont: overfie between us can never be 
determin'd by this Propoſition ; it ſerves indifferently on er 
ther fide, till by other Arguments it be made appear who 
have, and who have not valid Authority to ordain. 

Another thing you are diſpleas'd with, is, That tho I do 1 
Preſent grant your Propoſition, and ſuppoſe the Truth of it, ye! 
this is out of my meer Grace and Favour, in order to avoid 
lengthening the Diſpure, and not out of any neceſſity I lie under 
to do ſo, by + tay of the Certainty and Evidence of the Tut 
therein contain d. And here you inſiſt on my ſpeaking pu juit 
cularly and fully to the Truth or Falſhood of that Propoſition, cred 
The Reader may here evidently fee how very different your n 
Aim is from mine : I am for ſhortening the Diſpute, and pal- Ne 
fing over ſuch Propoſitions as do not relate to it: And on the 
contrary, you infiit on the debating a Queition, wholly foreign : 
to it. | 

1 think, according to all the Rules of Diſputation, a Reſpon-ſ ers 
dent (and my only Buſineſs is to act that Part while I am anſwer-Þ ble. 
ing your Ineles) is bound only to grant ot deny what is advancd A 
by his Adveriary. And no ſuch Terms were ever put on any ReFJit i 
{pordent, as you pretend to put upon me. Ihave granted you your Fou 
Theſis, and when you find me retract my Conceſſion, then youtha1 
may complain; and in the mean while make the beſt uſe you can} has 
of it, my Caule do's not need the denial of it; and I reſolve notY ma} 
ro give you Scope togratify your Humour of running away from thez 
the Point in hand: And it my granting your Propoſition in this A 
way will not ſatisfy you, you mult in ſhort expect no 2 you 

* jon 
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tion from me. I could eaſily tell you how many needleſs 
Controverſies 1 hereby prevent, which would delay our com- 
ing to the Merits of the Cauſe : And fince I grant it you, you 
will beſt ſhew that it affects the Controverſie, by uſing it as a 
Medium to prove the Invalidity of Pre-byterian Ordination; 
, 3 I do not expect to fee done by you to any good Pur- 
0 role. 


A „ 23 « T 


Next I proceed to conſider what you fay to my two firſt 
1-W Theſes, The firſt is, 


8 Th. I. That no Office can be juſily look'd on as facred which 
e- God has not appointed, 
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v8 This you deny, if I mean which God himſelf has not appointed; 
a- but grant, if 1 mean he has not appointetl it himſelf, or by ſome o- 
ir. ther, divinely N and authoriz'd. Now my Meaning is, 
be that no Office can be julily look'd upon as ſacred, which God 
en las not appointed himſelf, or by tome other divinely com- 
ho mitlion'd or authoriz'd THEREUNTO. Tuat is, I think it 

very poſhble, that thoſe who may be commuilion'd Officers and 
MW Rulers in his Church, may pretend to ſet up a new ſort of 
ve Othcers therein, without any parucular Inliructions for their 
0 ſo doing; and in this Caſe, fince neither rneir general Com- 
dei miſſion, nor any ſpecial Inſpiration, do warrant their Procee- 
dings, I deny that any ſuch Office devis'd by them, can be 
uy} juitly look'd on as any way appointed by God, or therefore as ſa» 
on. cred : And contequently, according to Prop. III. I deny that a- 
rfl ny Office can be look'd on as lacred, which we find not in the 
a New Teſtament. 
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ign My Second Theſis is, 

II. The Offices which God has appointed, and the Pow- 
on 0 which he has reſpectively annexed to them, are inſepara- 
er- ble. 
col And as to this I need only let you know that I underſtand 
Ne- it in that Senſe only in which you grant it, I own the fame 
bun Power may be annex d to more Offices than one; bur I aſſert, 
ou that no lacred Office can be depriv'd of any Power which God 
an has annex'd to it. And this you might eln ſee by the Uſe 1 
not make of it in my fourth Propoſition, and the way in which! 
omg there apply it. 

15 And thus I have conſider'd your Letter; all that remains 15 
pur Poſlſcript. = 
| Ay 
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And here in the ar put on the Air of a wonder. 
ful mild and peaceable Perſon, willing 10 undergo any Perſona] 
Refletions unjuſtly caſt upon you. But this Air does not at all 
become you, who have been fo free in cailing perſonal Refle- 
ctions upon me, without any Shadow of Reaſon, as I have 
men in my Third Letter. For my own part, I hate Perſonal 
Matters biought into a Controverſy, and was heartily ſorry ] 
was forc'd to ſay fo much on that Head in my own neceſlary 
Defence. 
That the Reader may underſtand the Matter of this Poſt- 
ſcripr, I muſt acquaint him, that whereas you did in your 
Letter to Mr. D. charge falle Doctrine in Eleven Inttances on 
the Diflenting Teachers, I told you, you had miſtiken the 
Diſſemers. In antwer tot i, you tell us in your Examinati- 
on. y. 14. In ſhort, the reaſon why you ed out thoſe Eleven 
Purticulass of falſe Doitrene rather than others, was this, Becauſe 
they were ſuch as had been moſt frequently OZBFECTED to you by 
the Diſſenters with whom you had diſcourſed. And to this the 
Second Part of my Polilcript related; where I iy, I have hinted 
in my Letter ſome Reaſons why I did not think the Door had fairly 
repreſented the Objettions of th: Diſjenters he had to do with : 
And I am ſince inform d, that an Enquiry has been made among 
hs Pwiſhioners, and that they - 249g thoſe Ol jeqt iont, and ſay 
they ave of the Doctors own deviſing, and complain of their being 
abus'd by him. 

Your firſt Anſwer to this will not ſeem plauſible, to thoſe 
who conſider what I have alleds'd, to ſhew how improbable it 
3s that ever any Diſſenters ſhould make ſome of thoſe Obje- 
Kion ; and particularly thoſe contain'd in your firſt and laſt 
Inſtances, are fuch as I ſhrewdly ſuſpect you can never faiten 
upon any of them. 

Do you think your own Diſtenting Pariſhioners did not know 
that Mr. D. jeceiv'd Pay? Or could they know it, and yet 
make the Objection you antwer in your laſt Inſtance ? And 
however, was it not difingenuous in you to charge luch falle 
Doctrine; when it appears plainiy by ſeveral Paſſages in your 
Wrxings, that you knew Mr. D. did receive Pay? But howe- 
ver, if you ate at all /a/isfy'd in their diſowning thoſe Obje#"- 
ons, I ſce no reaſon wity,l ſhould not be ſatisfied alſo. 

Iu your Second Antwer, you expect your bare Word ſnou!d bt 
(at leaſt) as ſoon taken as theirs, I leave that with you to the 
3zmpartial Reader; but only I will give you this hint, that 
Man who expects his Word ſhould be taken by others, ſhould 
ſhew ſo much Civility himſelf, as not to be forward and con- 
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dent in charging others, as you have done over and over 

Mr. D. and my felt, with Untruths, down-right Qnibbles, 
ms, &c. In ſhort, the Liberty you take of mitreprefenting 
me, gave me a ſe.louty you had not truely reprefemed them. 

And 1 cn eafily think you have ſome other Reaſon beſide 
what you fet down, why you, who ſo freely charge Mr. D. and 
my (elf with Untruths, are yet ſo ſparing of the Names of o- 
thers. 

Bur I fee you have left room {till for another Evaſion, for 
ou ſay, Du ave able to name the Perſons, who either in their 
, Wiſcour ſes have expreſſly made uſe of the ſaid Objetions, or elſe by 
\ Weir Behaviour have given you ſufficient Ground to infer, they 
Pere carried away with ſuch Objections. So that they may be 
ile rruly to deny the Objections ; and yet you think you can 
ove them upon them, not trom their od, but from their 
„ {Webaviour, You will do well to give us ſome Explication : 
wppoſe you egregioully millook their Behaviour, and they 


4 wy it had quite another Meaning. In fhoir, Sir, you are the 
3 (ol! accompliſh'd Perſon in the Art of Shuffling I ever yet met 
y ith: Firit you charge the Diſtenting Teachers with teaching 
. Wiſe Doctrine, becauſe the People hold fuch and ſuch Do- 
„Funes, and their Teachers do not go about to undeceive them; 
5 d now the People ate charg'd, not for their making theſe 
1 ſe Doctrines their own Objections, but becauſe their holding 

hem may be infer'd from their Behaviour. Certainly this 
ſe Find of Evidence would not pals in any Court, nor will it be 


egarded by Men of Senle. This does not look like the Dis- 
ourſe of a Man innocent in the Matter charg'd upon 
um. ; 
You feem to lay a great Streſs on your Third Anſwer, 
rich has no manner of Strength in ir. 
wt You talk of your Letter to a Difſenting Pariſhioner, with 
chich I was not in the leaſt concern'd when I wrote my firſt 
etter, having then never read it. And can it ſeem ſtrange 
d any Man, that your Pariſhioners ſhould never complain that 
ou had abusd them, by publiſhing thoſe Eleven Inſtances as 
heir Objections, when you do not pretend in that Letter to 
ave learn'd them of them? This Pretence was ſtarted in your 
vamination; and no ſooner did it appear, but it was com- 
lain'd of. I never pur the Evaſion imo their Heads, nor did T 
ny ways directly or indirectly move that an Enquiry ſhould be 
nade: But after I had ſent my Letter to the Preſs, that Infor- 
ation was ſent me, That an Enquiry had been made, and that 
me of your Pariſhioners on the reading of the 14th Page of = 
Ra- 
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Examination, had themſelves taken notice of the Abuſe : $ 
that I think this Mater is made ſufficiently clear. 

I confeſs, when I came to read your Letter to a Diſſentin 
Par:/hioner, I could, eaſily perceive that you father'd ſome d 
your Objections therein on your Pariſhioners; and therefor: 
when I was writing my Second Letter, I did defire „Friend 
enquire whether they own'd thoſe Objections; and receiv'd a; 
Anſwer, That they had mention'd ſome of them in Diſcourſs 
with you, naming the Particulars. And whatever Opinion 
thers may have of them, I look'd on the Anſwer as an Evidence 


they were plain, honeſt and well-meaning Men: And IT make n 
doubt, but they would have as freely own'd your Eleven In 


ſtances, as they did ſome of your Objections in that Letter to! 
Diſſenting Pariſhioner, if there had been as good Reaſon ful, 


So that you may now ſee that this Subjet, when rightly un 


derſtood, will afford no Matter for Ridicule (unleſs you are dif 
pos d to ridicule your felt. I can't but think you have Incl 
nation enough that way, your whole Management ſhews it 
but you want an Opportunity. And tho I am not fond of d 
ting Scraps of Latin, yer I fear not the Judgment of any impar 
tial Perſon, whether the expofing what is extreamly ridicu 
lous, as I did, is either pedantick or fooliſh : Or whether eve 
that way I took, was not (as J deſign'd it) expreſſive of a ju 
negle& of what was ſo exceſſively trifling. 7858 
n your Fourth Anſwer, you tell me of ſome Difſenters (w) 

live not far off) who Jay, that not you, but I, have miſrepreſente 
them; and are diſpleas'd and down-right angry with me, for d. 
owning their Opinions, as not to be ended 

For my part, I never pretended that all the Diſſenters wer 
of my mind; nor do Ithink it 4trange, if ſome of them ſhoul: 
diſlike ſome things which IT lay. But I mult confeſs, it ſeem 
a little ſtrange to me, that any of them ſhould ſay, you þ: 
not miſrepreſented them, I profeſs I know no Diſſenter, whe 
ther Presbyterian, Independent, or Anabaptiſt, who will ſay ( 
of your firſt or laſt Inſtance, And they can have no Reaſon ti 
ſay, that J have miſrepreſented them, who never pretended t 
make any Repreſentation of their Opinions at all, but only o 
ſuch Opinions as were more generally held among the Diſſe 
ters; and therefore I doubt not but upon Conſideration, thei 
Anger will be pacified, elpecially fince I leave it moſt free! 
ro them to make what Repreſentation they pleaſe of thei 
own Opinions. But this I can ſay, that my Repreſentation ha 
been favourably receiv'd among all thoſe differing Nene 
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p far as I eould ever hear, till you ſent me this Information. 
nd if I may be worthy to know what Corner thoſè Diſſenters 
ive in, I will give my {elf the Trouble to enquire into the 
Reaſons of their Diſpleaſure, that I may remove them. And 
f it will be any means to engage you to give me ſuch a kind 
nformation, I will give you a ſfomewhat-like one concerning 
he Reception of your Writings in this Town ; and that is, 
What wiereas your Party were very contident in their Boailings 
pf your Performance as unanſwerable, before the Remarks ap- 
ear d ; we hear now nothing of that nature, but they are as 
lent in the Matter, as tho they were atham'd of you; and ſome 
Inf them have exprelly [aid as much. 

Your laſt Conſideration is itrangely unaccountable ; for 
rhereas you charge thote Opinions on the common Diflenters, 
and then on their Teachers, Exam. p. 51. And at the End of 
your Eleven Initances, ſay to Mr. D. Let. to Mr, D. p. 21, 
Theſe, Sir, are the ſeveral Inſtances of falſe Doctrine ſpread a- 
road, and taught by the falſe Teachers of theſe Times, &. 
Tis plain you deſign d to reprelent thole 
Inſtances, as taught by the Diflenters. See my 3d Let. p. 9. 
And therefore if they are not taught by 
hem, you have miſreprelented them. And if your Teſtimo- 
mes are a Contradiction to this, I am not concern'd in the 
Matter : It belongs to you, and not to me, to reconcile them 
to your Letter. | 


And if there be any thing in what you ſay, why did you not 


[Yoive up the Charge? Why did you ask me that Queſtion, 
Ma. Part J. p. 16. Whether tho T deny that the Diſenting Tea- 
thers do openly teach ſome of thoſe Particulars, yet I am not conſei- 
ws to my ſelf, they do by ſeveral ways intimate to the Peofle theiv 
uk Approbation, or at leaſt their not diſlike of them. 
wy And thus, Sir, I have autwer'd this very trifling Letter, 1 
1Fexpect now, that without any more ado, you attempt a diſtin 
Anſwer to all my Theſes, and a V indication of all yours. And 
unleſs you do fo, I mult tee better Realons than I can at pre- 
ſent, to make we write any more. And had I not another 
Anſwer to join with this, I ſhould never publiſh it by it felt. 
delight not to impoſe upon the Reader with filling Pages 
with needleſs Repetitions. Come therefore at length cloſe 
to the Controverly ; and let mie tee that you are willing to 
bring it to ſome Iſſue ; (for tho Jam willing to do any thing 
that can be reaſonably deſir'd toward the clearing the Truth, 
yet I abhor an endleſs and unprofirable Wrangling.) And give 
me accaſion to write an pe”. of ſome uit Size, and I will 
nor 
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on has receiv'd by the means of your weak Oppoſit ion; and (4 


not (God willing) fail you: Or otherwiſe I now take leave 
you ; heartily thankful for the great Confirmation my Opin 


] recommend you to the Divine Bleſſing, wiſhing vou oo 
Health, and a found Judgment ; ” NN 


And Remain, 


Honoured Doctor, 


our moſt Afectionate, 


Ne whury, Feb. And Faithful Servant 
the 1zth, 1705. 
In Chriſt, 


James Peirce 
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Emarks on Dr. Well;'s Letter to Mr. Peter Dowley. In 3 
Letter to a Friend. The Second Edition. 80. 


Remarks on Dr. Well;'s Letter to a Diſſenting Pariſhioner. 


In a Second Letter to a Friend. The Second Edition. 80. 

A Defence of the Remarks on Dr. Well;'s Letter to Mr. 
Dowley. Being an Anſwer to the Firſt and Second Parts of the 
Doctor's Examination. In a Third and Fourth Letter. 80. 

A Continuation of the Defence of the Remarks on Dr Vell,“ 
Letters. In a Fifth and Sixth Letter to the Doctor. 89, Theſe 
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